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In the 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
at Richmond 
DAISY LEA BAILEY (NOW BONITZ) 
v. 
J. HUGH BAILEY 
FROM TilE CORPORATION COURT OF TilE CITY OF DANVILLE 
'' The briefs shall be printed in type not less in size than 
small pica, and shall be nine inches in length and six inches 
in width, so as to conform in dimensions to the printed 
records along with which they are to be bound, in accord-
ance with Act of Assembly, approved March 1, 1903; and 
the clerks of this court are directed not to receive or file a 
brief not conforming in all respects to the aforementioned 
ro(jui rements.'' 
The foregoing is printed in small pica type for the infor-
mntion of counsel. 
M. B. WATTS, Clerk. 
IN THE 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
AT RICHMOND. 
Record No. 1991 
o I 
DAISY LEA BAILEY (NOW BONITZ) · 
versus 
J. HUGH BAILEY. 
PETITION FOR APPEAL. 
To the Honorable Judges of the Supreme Court of Appeals 
of Virginia: 
Your petitioner, Daisy Lea Bailey (now Bonitz) represents 
unto Your Honors that ·she is aggrieved by the final decree 
entered in the above-styled chancery cause in the Corpora-
tion Court of Danville, Virginia, on the 20th day of Sep-
tember, 1937, in which your petitioner was complainant and 
J. Hugh Bailey was defendant. 
The following facts appear from the record in this case, 
a transcript of which is presented herewith and attached 
hereto: 
_ At the first July, 1929, Rules of the Corporation Court of 
Danville, Daisy Lea Bailey :filed her bill of complaint against 
J .. Hugh Bailey, seeking divorce on the ground of desertion 
or abandonment; process was served personally on J. Hugh 
Bailey in the State of Montana. On the 17th day of July, 
1929, an absolute decree of divorce was entered severing the 
marital ties of Daisy Lea Bailey and J. Hug·h Bailey, and 
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awarding the custody of Lydia Lea Bailey, infant child of the 
parties, to Daisy Lea Bailey. 
The petitioner, Daisy Lea Bailey, subsequently married 
again,. and bec~me Daisy Lea Bonitz, and J. Bugh Bailey re-
sumed his residence in Virginia, in Rockbridge ·County. 
At the September, ~936, Term of the Corporation Court of 
Danville, petitioner filed her petition seeking reinstatement 
on the docket of the divorce suit proceeding and praying that 
J. Hugh Bailey be required to support his infant daughter, 
Lydia Lea Bailey, who had remained in the custody of peti-
tioner. Decree was entered-at said September Term per-
mitting the filing of said petition, reinstating the divorce suit 
on the docket, and directing J. Hugh Bailey to appear and 
show cause, if any, why the prayer of the petition should not 
be granted. Pursuant to this decree a rule was issued against 
said J. Hugh Bailey to appear before the Corporation Court 
of Danville on September 19, 1936, and same was duly served 
on said Bailey in Rockbridge County, Virginia, on September 
14, 1936. . 0 
J. Hugh Bailey appeared specially in response to said rule 
and moved the court to dismiss the petition on the ground 
that the divorce having been gotten on constructive process 
on said Bailey in ~{ontana, the court was without jurisdic- · 
· tion to hear the petition, because said Bailey resided in Rock-
bridge •County, Virginia, and not in .the City of Danville. 
10n September 20, 1937, the Corporation Court of Danv.ille, 
entered a decree dismissing said petition of Daisy Lea ·Bonitz 
oii the ground that it had no jurisdiction. . 
ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR. 
Petitioner makes the following assignment of error to the 
decree appealed from : · 
That the decree of the learned Chancellor in dismissing fb.e 
petition of Daisy Lea Bonitz seeking to require J. Hugh Bai-
ley to support his infant daughter,· was erroneous. 
Section 5111 of the Code has in it the following provisio:n: 
''The Court mav make such further decree as it shall deem 
expedient concerning the. estate and the maintenance of the· 
parties or either of them, and the care, custody and main-
tenance of their minor children, and may .determine with 
which of the parenta the children or any of them shall re-
main; and the co'u.rt 'may, from time to time, afterwards, on 
petition of either of the parents, revise and alter such de-
cree concerning the care, custody and maintenance of the 
children and make a new decree concerning the same, as the 
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circumstances of the parents and the benefit of the children 
may require.'' (Italics supplied.) · 
It is, therefore, contended that the Corporation Court of 
Danville had jurisdiction to hear and determine the aforesaid 
petition filed at the 1936 Term thereof, provided the defend-
ant was properly served with process, or personal service 
obtained upon him in Virginia .. It is admitted that J. Hugh 
Bailey was at that time a resident of Rockbridge County, 
Virginia. The record shows that a rule was issued on said 
petition against said Bailey and served on him personally 
in Rockbridge County. This gave the -corporation Court of 
Danville the power to hear and determine in personam mat-
ters against said Bailey. · 
Petitioner admits that the decree of divorce could not have 
legally contained any provision against J. Hugh Bailey per-
sonally for alimony or support of his child, inasmuch as the 
orig-inal process was served out of the State. However, when 
said Bailey resumed his residence in Virginia, .although in 
another county, the court below had ample authority to issue 
process· against him and proceed to adjudicate in personam 
matters, such as support of his infant child, which .Section 
5111 of the Code of Virginia provides for. 
Counsel for petitioner desires to state orally the reasons 
for a review of the decision complained of. 
Petitioner· avers that a copy of this petition for appeal was 
on the 14th day of·l\iarch, 1938, delivered to E. Walton Brown, 
Esquire, counsel for defendant in the court belo,v. 
For the foregoing petitioner respectfully prays that an 
appeal, with supersedeas, may be awarded her from the de-
cree aforesaid, and that your· petitioner may be granted the 
relief prayed for. . 
DAISY LEA BAILEY (now Bonitz), 
By RUTLEDGE C. CLEMENT, 
Counsel. 
The undersigned attorney at law, practicing in the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia, hereby certifies that in his 
opinion this case should be reviewed by the Supreme Court 
of Appeals of Virginia. ' 
Dated at Danville, Virginia, this 12th day of March, 1938. 
RUTLEDGE C. CLEl\1:ENT. 
Received March 16, 1938. 
M. B. WATTS, Clerk. 
4 Supreme Cpurt. of Appeals of Virginia 
Appe~l and supersedeas allowed. Bond not required. A1>l. 
6, 1938. 
HENRY W. HOLT. 
Received April 8, 1938. 
M. B. W. 
RECORD 
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Pleas before the Judge of the Corporation Court of Dan-
- ville, at the ·Courthouse thereof, on the 20th day of Sep-
tember, 1937. · 
Be it remembered that on the 17 day of June, 1929, carne 
Daisy Lea Bailey and filed her Bill of Complaint against J. 
Hugh Bailey, which Bill of Complaint is in· the following 
words, to-wit: 
page 6 } Virgin~~ : . 
In the Corporation Court of Danville. 
Daisy Lea Bailey 
v. 
J. Hugh Bailey. 
To the Honorable Henry C. Leigh, Judge of the Corporation 
Court of Danville : 
Humbly complaining showeth unto Your Honor your pe-
titioner, Daisy Lea Bailey, that she is now and has been for 
the year last . past a resident of the City of Danville, Vir-
ginia; that in N o'Vember, 1921, she was married in Danville, 
Virginia, to J. Hugh Bailey, which will fully appear from 
copy of marriage certificate filed with this bill and marked 
Exhibit ''A"; that she and her husband resided together in 
the City of Danville, Virginia, until June, 1926; that in June, 
1926, in Danville, Virginia, her said husband, J. Hugh Bai-
ley wilfully and without just cause deserted and abandoned 
her ; that said wilful desertion continued continuously 
from that time up to the bringing of this suit; that J. Hu:?;h 
Bailey left the State of Virginia and is now a resident 'of. 
Flathead County, State of 1\iontana; that there is one chlld 
Daisy Lea Bailey v. J. Hugh Bailey. · 5 
-· 
born of said marriage, Lydia Lea Bailey, who is now six years 
of age and is in the custody and control of this complainant 
and that her said husband, J. Hugh Bailey, has failed, neg-
lected and refused during said desertion. to support either 
this complainant or their said child. 
Your complainant therefore prays that she may· 
page 7 ~ be granted an absolute divorce from the said J. 
Hugh Bailey; that she may be awarded custody and 
control of their said child; that decree may be entered allow-
ing her alimony; that her property rights as the wife of the 
said J. Hugh Bailey may be preserved and that he may be 
required to support and care for their said child and required 
to pay the costs of this suit, including counsel fees ; that your 
complainant may have the right as fixed by decree of this 
court to resume, if she so desires, her maiden name of Daisy 
Lea, and that she may haye such other relief, general and 
special, as the facts may warrant. 
Respectfully, 
DAISY LEA. 
HARRIS, HARVEY & BROWN, F. C. 
page 8 ~ 
VIRGINIA: 
MARRIAGE LICE.NSE. 
CITY OF DANVILLE TO-WIT: 
TO. ANY PERSON LICENSED TO CELEBRATE MAR-
RIAGES: 
' Yon a:re hereby authorized to join together in the Holy 
State of 1\fa trimony, according to the rites and ceremonies 
of your Church or religious denomination, and the laws of 
the Commonwealth of Virginia, 
JESSE HUGH BAILE.Y and DAISY W. LEA, 
Given under my hand, as Clerk of the Corporation Court of 
Danville, this 23rd day of November, 1921. 
JNO. R. COOl{, Clerk. 
MARRIAGE CERTIFICATE 
Tq be annexed to License required by Section 507 4 of the Code 
'· of Virginia. 
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VIRGINIA.: In the Clerk's Office of the Corporation Court 
for the City of Danville, ·virginia. 
DATE. OF 1\IARRIAGE: November 24, 1921. PLACJ31 
OF MARRIAGE: Danville, Va. 
(Full names of parties) 
JESSE HUGH BAILEY and DAISY W. LEA 
Age of Husband, 24 year~;· Condition (single, widowed or 
divorced) Single. 
Age of Wife, 21 years; Condition (single, widowed, or di-
vorced) Single. 
Race (White or Colored) White. . 
Husband's Place of Birth: D.anville, . V_:a:.· .Full · Mailill!g 
Address : Danville, Va. · '., . :-·· :~ . . 
Wife's Place of Birth: Danville, Va., Full Mailing AQ.-
dress, Danville, Va. : 
Names of Parents-L. D. Bailey and L. L. Bailey; Geo. 
A. Lea and Ennrui B. Lea. 
Occupation of Husband: Physician. 
Given under my hand this 23rd day of Nov., 1921. 
JNO. R. COOK, Clerk. 
CERTIFIC.l\';rE O;F_TIME_ ~ND PL:A.CE O~_MA~~~AGE. 
I, James ~ressley Qraft-, a minister pf the Baptist Church, 
or religious order of that name, .do certify tliat on the 24th 
day of November, 1921, at Danville, Va., under authority ~f 
the above License, I joined together in the Holy State of' 
Matrimony the persons named and described therein. I 
. qualified and gave bond according to law author-
pag~ 9 ~ izing me to celebrate the ri,qhts of marriage in the 
City of Danville, State of Virginia. 
Given under my hand this 24th day of November, 1921. 
J.P. CRAFT. 
The Minister or other person celebrating a marriage is re-
quired, within 30 days thereafter, to return the License and 
Certificate of the Clerk and his certificate of the time and 
place at which the marriage was celebrated to the Clerk who 
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issued the License; failure to· comply with these _require-
ments of the law makes the Minister or other person cele-
brating the marriage liable to a fine of not less than ten nor 
more than twenty dollars for each offense. (See Section 5074 
of the Code of Virginia, 1919.) 
Copy-Teste: 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
(On Back) 
#602. 
City of Danville, Va. 
. . 
Jesse ·Hugh Bailey, Husband 
~nd (Marriage License 
Daisy W. Lea, Wife. 
Date of Issue: Nov. 24, 1921. 
Marriage Register No. 75, Page 668~ 
page lOr SUMMONS IN CHANCERY. 
THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 
'' ! • 
To the Sergeant of the City of Danville-GREETING: 
·I 
WE OO·MMAND YOU TO SUMMON J. HUGH BAILEY, 
if he ·be found in ·your bailiwick,. to appear at the Rules to 
be held in the ·Clerk's Office of the Corporation Court of Dan-
ville, on the Last Monday in June, 1929, to answer to a bill 
in. chanoory exhibited in said court against him by Daisy Lee 
Bailey, and have then there this. writ. 
Witness, OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk of our said Court, at the 
Courthouse thereof, this 8th day of June, 1929, in the 153rd 
year of the Commonwealth. 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. . 
(#38-29) 
Supreme Court of Appeals of V~ginia 
(On Back) 
Daisy Lea Bailey 
v. 
J. Hugh Bailey. 
Summons in Chancery. 
CORPORATION COURT 
' 
• Returnable Last Monday in June, 1929. 
HARRIS, HARVEY & BROW:N, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff. 
State of ~fontana, 
County of Flathead. 
1. 
Personally appeared before me, the undersigned, who is 
the Deputy Sheriff of Flathead County, in the State of Mon-
tana, who, being by me duly sworn, made oath that on the 
13th day of June, 1929, within the said County of Flatheacl, 
in the State of Montana, he delivered in person to J. Hugh 
Bailey, a true copy of the within writ, the said J. Hugh Bailey 
being a non-resident of the State of Virginia, and that he, 
the said Deputy Sheriff, undersigned, is not a party to . or 
otherwise interested in the within styled suit, pending in the 
Corporation Court of Danville, State of Virginia, and that 
he is in no wise interested in the subject matter in contro-
versy and is in. no wise related to either party to said snit. 
HENRY .NELSON, 
Deputy Sheriff of Flathead County, 
State of Montana. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on this 13th day of 
June, 1929, within my county aforesaid. 
Given under my hand and official seal this 13th day of 
June, 1929. ·, · 
R. V. DUFFY, 
Notary Public. 
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page 11 } And now at this day, to-wit, in the Corporation 
Court aforesaid, on the 17 day of July, 1929, the 
following decree was entered: 
Daisy Lea: Bailey, Plaintiff, 
page 12 ~ against 
J. Hugh Bailey, Defendant. 
In Chancery. 
This cause came on this day to be heard upon the bill of 
plaintiff, Daisy Lea Bailey, a certified copy of the marriage 
license, attached thereto as Exhibit ''A'' upon process is-
sued ouf of the Clerk's Office of this Court and served on 
J. Hugh Bailey, defendant, by the Deputy Sheriff of Flat-
head County, State of Montana, in said county and state, 
proper affidavit according to law showing such service· being 
endorsed thereon, the depositions of witnesses and was argued 
by counsel; 
Whereupon, it appearing to the court that, independent of 
answer or admissions of the parties, the plaintiff, Daisy Lea 
Bailey, and J. Hugh Bailey were married in the city of Dan-
ville, Virginia, on the 24th day of November, 1921, and that 
thereafter they resided as husband and wife in said city of 
·Danville and that the said J. Hug·h Bailey, without just cause, 
wilfully deserted and abandoned his said wife. in the City 
of Danville, Virginia, and. that said wilful desertion and 
abandonment has continued for more than three years, it is 
adjudged, ordered and decreed that the said Daisy Lea Bailey 
be, and she is hereby granted an absolute divorce from the 
said J. ·Hugh Bailey; that the marriage heretofore existing 
between them is hereby dissolved and the said J. Hugh Bailey 
is forever barred from any rights, contingent or otherwise, 
in any property now owned by the said Daisy ·Lea Bailey or 
-hereafter acquired,· but all rights of the said Daisy Lea Bailey 
in and to the property of the said J. Hugh Bailey, now owned, 
-or hereafter acquired, are hereby expressly preserved. 
It further appearing to the court that the said Daisy Lea 
Bailey is a suitable person to have the care and custody and 
control of her said infant daughter, Lydia Lea 
page 13 } Bailey, complete control, care, and custo.dy of said 
child. free from the interferences of the said J. 
Hugh Bailey, or any other person, is hereby awarded to the 
·said Daisy Lea Bailey, but this decree shall not in any wise 
affect, release or discharge the said J. Hugh B·aiJey from 
such obligations as are imposed upon him by law to support 
and maintain said infant daughter; and the said Daisy Lea 
·10 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Bailey may hereafter, if she shall so desire, resume her 
maiden name of Daisy Lea. _ 
The object of this suit having been accomplished, it is or-
dered stricken from the docket. 
page 14 ~ Be it remembered that on the 8 day of Septem~ 
ber, 1936, came Daisy Lee Bailey, (then Bonitz) 
and asked leave to file her petition against J. Hugh Bailey, 
which petition is in the . following words: 
page 15 ~ Virginia : 
In the Corporation· Court of the City of Danville. 
Daisy Lea Bailey 
v. 
J. Hugh Bailey. 
PETIT]ON OF DAISY LEA BAILEY. 
To the Honorable Henry C. Leigh, Judge of said co·urt: 
Your petitioner, Daisy Lea Bonitz (formerly Daisy Lea 
Bailey) would respectfully represent unto your Honor as 
follows: 
(1) That at the first July Rules, 1929, a certain suit for 
divorce was instituted in your Honor's ·Court in which this 
~etitioner, then Daisy Lea Bailey, was complainant, and J. 
-Hug];l Bailey, was respondent; that proceedings were had 
therein, personal servicie upon the respondent being duly made 
in the State of Montana; that at the July, 1929, term of said 
court a decree·was entered granting the said Daisy Lea Bailey 
an absolute divorce from the said J. Hugh Bailey, the cus-
tody of the infant daug·hter, Lydia Lea Bailey, being awarded 
the complainant; that due to the non-residence of the' re• 
spondent, J. Hugh Bailey, no provision was made in said suit 
for the support of said Lydia Lea Bailey, and said suit ·"\vas 
duly stricken from the docket. 
- (2) That the said J. Hugh Bailey has not since the time of 
the granting of said divorce provided any support or main-
tenance for said daughter, who has remained in the ·custody 
of· said Daisy Lea Bailey (now Bonitz), and is 13 years of 
age. · · · 
(3) That the said J. Hugh Bailey now resides in the State 
of Vh;gini~, ·in the County ·of Rockbridge, and is well able 
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to contribute substantially to the support of said 
page 16 ~ Lydia Lea Bailey. 
( 4) Your petitioner therefore prays that she may 
be allowed to file this her petition as pro-tided by law; that 
the aforementioned chancery suit niay be reinst~ted on the 
docket; that proper process may issue out of the Clerk's Office 
of this court, making the said J. Hugh Bailey, a defendant 
to this petition by personal service of the summons within 
this .State; that she may be allowed to show the court the 
facts set forth above, and that the court will enter such orders 
and d~crees as will compel the said J. Hugh Bailey to provide 
properly: for the support and maintenance of the sa~d Lydia 
Lea Bailey. . , . . . . 
And· your petitioner will eyer pray, etc. 
DAISY LEA BONITZ, 
RUTLEDGE C. CLEMENT, 
For Petitioner. 
(On Back) 
n·aisy Lea Bailey 
By Counsel. 
v. PETITION OF D.A.ISY LEA BAILEY 
J. Hugh Bailey. 
1936 Sept. Co. (8th~ filed i~ Co. 
page 17 ~ .And now at this date, to-wit, in the Corporation 
Court aforesaid, on the 8 day of September, 1936, 
the_ fol~owing decree was entered: 
page 18 ~ Virginia : 
In the Corporation Court of Danville. 
Daisy Lea Bailey (Now Bonitz), Plaintiff, 
against 
J. Hugh Bailey, Defendant. 
Decree-In Chancery. 
On motion of the complainant she is given leave to file her 
petition praying that the respondent, J. Hugh Bailey, shall 
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be required to support the infant daughter of complainant 
and respondent . 
. On motion of the complainant, Daisy Lee Bailey (now 
Bonitz), the chancery cause of Daisy Lea Bailey against J. 
Hugh Bailey which was stricken from the docket of this court 
at. the July, 1929, term, is reinstated on the docket, and the 
said complainant is given leave to file her petition in said 
cause praying that the respondent, J. Hugh Bailey; be re-
quired to support the infant daughter of complainant and re-
spondent, which is according·ly done. 
And, upon Consideration of the papers formerly read here-: 
in, and the aforesaid petition this day filed, the c.ourt. doth 
direct that the Clerk of this Court forthwith issue a rule 
against the said J. Hugh Bailey directing him to appear be-
fore this court on the 19th day of September, 1936, to sho'v 
cause, if he can, why the prayer of said petition should not 
be granted. 
(On Back) 
Daisy Lea Bailey (now Bonitz) 
v. ORDER 
J. Hugh Bailey. 
Entered. 
Examined. 
Enter H. C. L .. 
9-8-36. 
page 19 ~ (RULE.) 
THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIR-GINIA., 
To the Sergeant of the City of Danville-GREETING: 
We command you to summon J. HUGH BAILEY, to ap-
pear before J. udge of the Corporation Court of Danville, 
at the Courthouse thereof, on the 19th day of September, 
1936, at 10 o'clock A. M., to show cause, if. any he can, why 
the prayer of the Petition of Daisy Lea Bailey (now Bonitz) 
filed in the divorce proceedings under t}J.e style of Daisy Lea 
Bailey a.gairnst J. Hugh Bailey, should not be granted, and 
have then there this writ. · 
Witness, OTIS BRADLlnY, Clerk of our said Court, at 
the Courthouse thereof, this the 8th day of September, 1936, 
in the 16~st year of the. Commonwealth. . . 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
Daisy Lea Bailey v. J; Hugh Bailey. 
(On Back) 
Daisy Lea Bailey, (now Bonitz) 
v. RULE. 
J. Hugh Bailey. 







Served a true copy on the within name J. Hugh Bailey in 
person the 14th day of Sept., 1936. 
J. V. W ATT.S, Sheriff. 
By C. C. PERRY, D. S. 
page 20} And now, to-wit, in the Corporation Court afore· 
said, on the 19 day of September, 1936, the re-
spondent, J. Hu~h B·ailey, filed his motion and special ap--
pearance, which 1s in the following words: · 
page 21 } Virg·inia: 
In the Corporation Court of. the City of Danville. 
Dajsy Lea Bailey, 
v. 
J. Hugh Bailey. 
~o the Honorable Henry C. Leigh, Judge of said Court: 
The defendant appears spAcially and moves the Court to 
dismiss the petition :filed against hili1 by Mrs. Daisy Lea 
Bonitz upon the following grounds: First, that this honor-
able court is without jurisdiction to hear and determine the 
subject matter of said petition because this defendant shows 
to the court that said petitioner and the infant, Lydia Lea . 
:~ 
14 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Bailey, are domiciled in, are citizens and residents of Guilford 
County, State of North Carolina; that this defendant was 
proceeded against in the original divorce proceedings herein 
by personal service had upon this defendant in the State of 
].fontana which had the effect of an order of publication only; 
that this defendant is now no~o a resident of the City of Dan-
ville, Virginia, but is a resident of Rockbridge County, State 
of Virginia; and therefore this ·court is without jurisdiction 
of said infant or of said petitioner, or of this defendant and 
cannot in this proceeding award custody of said· infant either 
to petitioner or to this defendant, and is without jurisdiction 
herein to adjudicate that this defendant is liable for the sup-
port of said infant. 
According to this defendant appears specially and moves 
the Court to dismiss said petition. 
J. HUGH BAILEY, 
By HARRIS, HARVEY & BROWN, 
·Counsel. 
page 22· ~ .And now at this day, to-wit, in the Corporation 
. Court of Danville, on the 20 day of September, 
1937, the following decree was entered: 
page 23 ~ In the Corporation Court of Danville, Virginia: 
Daisy Lea Bailey (now Bonitz) 
against 
J. Hugh Bailey 
DECREE. 
This ca11se came on this day again to be heard on the papers 
formerly read herein, on the petition of Daisy Lea Bailey 
filed September 8, 1936, on the written motion of respondent, 
J. Hugh Bailey, to dismiss said petition, and was argued by 
counsel; 
In Consideration Whereof, and the Court being of the opin-
ion that it is without jurisdiction to hear and determine the 
subject n1atter of said petition, it is ordered, adjudged and 
decrecu that said petition be and the same is hereby dismissed, 
and this cause stricken from the docket. 
Daisy Lea Bailey v. J. Hugh Bailey. ~15 
(On Back) 
Daisy Lea Bailey 
'lJ. 
J. Hugh Bailey 
DECREE .DISMISSING PETITION. 
Entered 
Examined 
Entered H. C. L. 9-20-37 
page 24 ~ NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR COPY OF 
. RECORD. 
In thP. Corporation Court of DanVille, Virginia. 
Daisy Lea BaHey (now Bonitz) 
'V. 
J. Hugh Bailey 
To .T. Hugh Bailey: 
Notice is hereby given you, that the undersigned attorney 
for Daisv LP.a Bailey (now Bonitz) will on the first day of 
March, 1938, apply to Otis Bradley, Clerk of the Corporation 
Court of Danville, Virginia, for a transcript of the record 
in the chancery suit brought by Daisy Lea Bailey against J. 
Hugh Bailey for the purpose of applying to the Supreme 
Court of App(:\als of Virginia, for an appeal from the final 
decree entered in said cause on September 20, 1937. 
RUTLEDGE 10. CLEMENT, 
Attorney for Daisy Lea Bailey (now Bonitz). 
Ex~cuted the within notice on J. Hugh Bailey on the 23 
day of Feb., 1938. 
C. C. PERRY, D. S. 
page 25 ~ State of Virginia, . 
City of Danville, To-wit: 
I, Otis Brad]Py, Clerk of the. Corporation Court of Dan-
ville. ·viFginia, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
,16 Supreme 9ourt of Appeals of· Virginia 
transcript of so much of the record and judicial proceedings 
of said court as I have been directed to copy in a certain pro-
ceeding in chancery wherein Daisy Lea Bailey is complainant 
and J. Hugh Bailey is defendant. 
And I further certify that the complainant has ·filed with 
me a written notice to the defendant of her intention to apply 
for a transcript of said record, which notice was served on 
the defendant, J. Hugh Bailey. 
Given under my hand this 12th day of March, 1938. 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
A Copy-Teste : 
M. B. WATTS, ·C. C. 
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